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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 08/01/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

At page 7, Applicant argues that Sato is non-analogous art and is not in the same 
field of endeavor as the claimed subject matter since Sato is not concerned with writing 
data, such as compressed video, audio and auxiliary data, to a recording medium and in 
particular, with managing the write buffers of a device. In response, the Examiner 
respectfully disagrees because Sato addresses the problem of is buffer management, 
which is a specific problem that needs to be solved in Naimpally and Yoneda as well as 
the claimed subject matter. Therefore, Sato's disclosure of buffer management is 
analogous art. One of ordinary skill in the art have good reasons to look into Sato's 
teachings regarding buffer management because Sato approach would reduce the 
amount of memory used for this purpose (Sato, column 5, lines 34-36). Since saving 
memory used in a digital design is desirable, the combination of Sato with the teachings 
of Naimpally and Yoneda is obvious in contrast with Applicant arguments that "the 
combination of Sato with the teachings of Naimpally and Yoneda is non-obvious" and 
that there is lack of motivation to combine Sato with Naimpally and Yoneda as asserted 
by Applicant at pages 7-8. 

Also, because the motivation of combining Sato with Naimpally and Yoneda is 
clear and desirable as described above, there is no impressible hindsight used in 
combining the references. 
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For ongoing reasons, the claims are rejected as previously presented. 
/Hung Q Dang/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2621 

/Thai Irani 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2621 



